I. Introduction
Shrimps and Prawns of various kinds have certainly been a source of protein for human consumptions from very early times. Within historical times reference is made to prawn in ancient Chinese and Japanese literature (Péréz Farfante & Kensley, 1997). Usage of the term 'Prawn' and 'Shrimp' are somewhat confusing. In some western literature the term 'Shrimp' is applied for Penaeoidea and Sergestoidea, but in the east these are called 'Prawn'. Holthuis (1980) discussed the contradiction but did not arrive at any conclusion. In the Prawn Symposium of the Indo-Pacific Fisheries Council held at Tokyo in 1955 it was decided that the word 'Prawn' should be applied to the Penaeids, Pandalids and Palemonids while 'Shrimp' to the smaller species belonging to the other families (Kurian & Sebastian, 1993) . As such in the present study the term 'Prawn' is used for all the species belonging to family Penaeidae. Family Penaeidae comprises 17 genera and 78 species from Indian water. The genus Penaeus comprises the most commercially important species among the penaeid prawn found in Indian water. Systematics and a list of species under different genera has been given bellow.
II. Materials And Methods:
Present work is mainly done on the basis of existing literature survey and collection, preservation as well as identification of specimen from different fish landing centre of Indian coast. Author also studied the specimen preserved in ZSI, Kolkata, CMFRI, Cochin and Mandapum, & NIO, Goa. The materials preserved in rectified spirit (90%) were studied under a stereoscopic binocular microscope. The first comprehensive work on Indian Penaeid prawn was the work of Alcock (1901 Alcock ( and 1906 . After Alcock's work there were no remarkable comprehensive systematic work on penaeid prawn of Indian region been found till first half of twentieth century. M. J. George (1969) is the carcinologist on Indian Penaeidae made an attempt to up to date the group from Indian region after second half of twentieth century. Beside the above comprehensive work, there are so many literatures on the group from Indian region but all of these are scattered one. A comprehensive dichotomous key for the Indian genera is the added character of the present work. 
Diagnosis of the family:
Body compressed, well developed rostrum, extending to or beyond the distal margin of first antennular segment [except Genus Miyadiella Kubo, 1949 and Trachypenaeopsis Burkenroad, 1934] ; armed with dorsal and in some genera with ventral teeth; carapace having no post orbital spine, antennal and hepatic spine usually present; cervical sulcus never extending beyond gastric region; posterior three or four abdominal somites with dorsal carina; telson sharply pointed, with or without lateral spines. Eye with optic calathus lacking median tubercle; basis of eye stalk with moderately developed distomedian scale; ocular plate lacking styliform projection; antennule with prominent foliaceous prosartema, flagella of about almost equal length; exopod present on second and third maxilliped and first four pereopod; third, fourth and fifth pleopods biramous; pleurobranchia on somite IX to XII and sometimes on XIII and XIV; rudimentary arthrobranchia usually present on somite VII two arthrobranchiae on VIII to XII and posterodorsal one on XIII; podobranchia on second maxilliped only; epipod present on first and second maxilliped, lacking on fourth and fifth pereopods; petasma semi-open or semi-closed; second pair of pleopod of male bearing appendix masculina; thelycum open or close.
Remarks: Parez Farfante and Kensley (1997) listed 26 genera under family Penaeidae. Flegel (2007 Flegel ( ,2008 strongly questioned the six genera classification of the genus Penaeus s.l. The taxonomic revision of the prawns formerly classified in Penaeus s.l. into six genera is still widely debated. Although these prawns can be easily separated into several groups morphologically, whether these subdivisions are truly monophyletic and warrant a generic rank continues to be hotly debated among taxonomists (Ma et al., 2011) . While some taxonomists have accepted the revision, others are questioning the necessity of such a classification. Ma et al. (2011) refuted the six genera classification of Penaeus s.l on the basis of examination of mitochondrial and nuclear genes and advocated the restoration of the old Penaeus genus (= Penaeus s.l.) as the classification scheme is in agreement with both morphological and the molecular data. Therefore, present study follows the old classification scheme and up to date the taxonomic status for the species under genus Penaeus, found in Indian water. Chanda, A. (2016) revised the genus Parapenaeopsis s.i. into five genera depending upon the species found in Indian water and discarded the eight genera classification of Sakai and Shinomiya (2011) due to some ambiguity in characterization for Perapenaeopsis s.l. As such present status for the family Penaeidae comprises 25 genera and Indian water represents 17 genera. 
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III. Conclusion :
In many regions of the world, diversity of prawn stocks are being exploited without much taxonomic assistance. However, it is impossible to develop conservation plans and long-term management practise without knowing what species are involved, and preferably also whether subpopulations are exist, and how to identify them. Important faunal guides have been published by different author, but in several regions new species continue to be discovered, both from fresh material and from old museum specimens. Taxonomic resources may also play a role in prospecting for new resources as is done particularly in aquaculture. Present work is certainly been an up to date picture of the biodiversity of food resource from coastal India.
